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DETAILED ACTION 

1. Claims 1-23 are pending in this examination; claims 1 and 14 independent. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-7, 9, 12-21, and 24-25 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being 
anticipated by Hayes et al. (US 2003/0189509) (hereinafter Hayes). 

r 

3. Referring to claim 1 , Hayes discloses a private network system with a ubiquitous 
service function comprising: 

at least one aware-device (i.e. client device/remote controller 10/302, Figure 17) 
connected to one or more electronic appliances (i.e. TV/VCR appliances) in which said 
at least one aware-device senses context information related to a user and an 
environment (i.e. proximal devices requiring configuration to work with remote controller 
10/302, which inherently discloses where the user is), and is inputted with a service 
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request command (i.e. "POWER ON" key to receive "squawk signal" which identifies the 
electronic appliance to configure controller for) (Figure 3; p. 6, 61 ); and 

a server (i.e. device database server 300) for acquiring service data (i.e. 
command code library stored in the server 300) related to the user and the environment 
and the service request command (i.e. identity informationfsquawk signal" response 
from the remote control 10), which are transmitted from said at least one aware-device, 
and for transmitting the acquired service data to said at least one aware-device (p. 7, U 
63-64). 

4. Referring to claim 2, Hayes discloses the server transmits operation control 
signals (i.e. code libraries) for controlling an operation of said one or more electronic 
appliances connected to at least one aware-device based on the context information 
related to the user and the environment and the service request command, which are 
transmitted from said at least one aware-device (p. 7, ^ 63). 

5. Referring to claim 3, Hayes discloses transmitting the operation control signals to 
said one or more appliances connected to at least one aware-device, whereby the 
operation of said one or more electronic appliances is controlled (p. 7, U 63). 

6. Referring to claim 4, Hayes discloses the aware-device comprises: 

a sensing unit for sensing the context information related to the user and the 
environment (i.e. receiver used to receive device and function identity information from 
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DAS transmission, from a barcode label, entered from a UPC or other code, etc. used to 
directly access information in the database) (Figure 1, ref. 44; pp. 2-3, fl's 26-35; p. 6, U 
59); 

a device communication unit for performing data communication with said one or 
more electronic appliances and the server connected thereto (Figure 1; ref. 32, 34, and 
42; p. 6,H59-61); 

a device control unit for processing the sensed context information related to the 
user and the environment, and the inputted service request command, into 
predetermined data (Figure 1 , ref. 24; pp. 1-2, U 22); 

an output unit for outputting the service data transmitted from the server to at 
least one of said one or more electronic appliances (Figure 1, ref. 32-33; pp. 1-2, U 22; 
p. 7,1163), 

wherein the device control unit individually controls the sensing unit, the device 
communication unit, and the output unit (this is an inherent feature of the system since 
all parts of the remote are controlled by the microprocessor) (pp. 1-2, 22). 

7. Referring to claim 5, Hayes discloses the service request command is inputted 
into said at least one aware-device by way of the sensing unit of said aware-device (i.e. 
user pushes the "Power On" button to initiate squawk listening) (Figure 3; p. 2, 26). 

8. Referring to claim 6, Hayes discloses the device control unit (i.e. microprocessor) 
controls the operation of the electronic appliances based on the sensed context 
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information related to the user and the environment (i.e. the remote control controls the 
appliances based on the sensed identity information and retrieved code libraries from 
the database server) (p. 7, U 63). 

9. Referring to claim 7, Hayes discloses the server comprises: 

a server communication unit for performing data communication with said at least 
one aware device (i.e. remote control/client device 10/302) and an external network (i.e. 
the internet seen in Figures 14-17) (pp. 6-7, fl's 60-64); 

a storage unit (i.e. device database 300) for storing the context information 
related to the user and the environment (i.e. warranty information and registration) and 
information to the one or more electronic appliances, and information related to the one 
or more electronic appliances connected to said at least one aware-device (p. 7, 1J 63, 
66); and 

a server control unit for acquiring the service data corresponding to the context 
information related to the user and the environment and the service request command, 
which are transmitted from said at least one aware-device, by using the storage unit and 
the external network, and for controlling the server communication unit to transmit the 
service data to said at least one aware-device (p. 7, 1J63). 

1 0. Referring to claim 9, Hayes discloses the server control unit controls whether the 
service data should be outputted or not based on the context information related to the 
user and the environment transmitted from the aware-device (i.e. only the service data, 
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i.e. command code library related to the identity information received from the remote 
control/client 10/302 is transmitted back to the remote control) (p. 7, 63). 

1 1 . Referring to claim 12, Hayes discloses the private network is a home network 
system (the Office takes the term "home network" to be defined as it is taken in the art 
to mean "at least two computers communicating through a medium") (Figure 19). 

12. Referring to claim 13, Hayes discloses the aware-device is contained in an 
electronic appliance (a remote is an electronic appliance) (Figure 1). 

1 3. Claims 1 4-21 , and 24-25 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

14. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 8, 10, and 22-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Hayes in view of Maymudes (USPN 6,748,278). 
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15. Referring to claim 8, Hayes discloses the invention substantively as described in 
claim 7. Hayes does not specifically state the server control unit controls the operation 
of the electronic appliances connected to the aware-device based on the context 
information related to the user and the environment and the service request command, 
which are transmitted from the aware-device. In analogous art, Maymudes discloses 
another private network system with ubiquitous service functions wherein the server 
control unit (i.e. computer facilitator, 202) controls the operation of the electronic 
appliances (i.e. controlled device 206) connected to the aware-device (i.e. remote 
controller 204) based on the context information (i.e. controller output request) related to 
the user and the environment and the service request command, which are transmitted 
from the aware-device (i.e. translates command from remote controller to the controlled 
device) (e.g. abstract; Figure 2; col. 3, line 55 to col. 4, line 5). It would be obvious to a 
person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to combine the 
teaching of Maymudes with Hayes in order to improve remote controlled systems that 
enable inexpensive controllers to control multiple different devices without the hassles 
of pre-programming such controllers as supported by Maymudes (col. 1, lines 40-45). 

16. Referring to claim 10, Hayes discloses the invention substantively as described 
in claim 7. Hayes does not specifically state the server control unit selects at least one 
of the one or more electronic appliances for outputting the service data and controls the 
operation of the selected appliance based on the context information related to the user, 
the environment and the service request command, which are transmitted form said at 



Application/Control Number: 10/730,943 Page 8 

Art Unit: 2143 

least one aware-device. In analogous art, Maymudes discloses another private network 
system with ubiquitous service functions wherein the server control unit (i.e. computer 
facilitator, 202) selects at least one of the one or more electronic appliances for 
outputting the service data and controls the operation of the selected appliance based 
on the context information related to the user, the environment and the service request 
command, which are transmitted form said at least one aware-device (i.e. based on the 
response from the remote control, the server engages the appliance in an action) 
(Figure 3, ref. 300-306). It would be obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to combine the teaching of Maymudes with Hayes in order 
to improve remote controlled systems that enable inexpensive controllers to control 
multiple different devices without the hassles of pre-programming such controllers as 
supported by Maymudes (col. 1, lines 40-45). 

1 7. Referring to claim 1 1 , Hayes in view of Maymudes discloses the invention 
substantively as described in claim 10. Hayes does not specifically state the server 
converts the service data into a data format suitable for the selected appliance. In 
analogous art, Maymudes discloses another private network system with ubiquitous 
service functions wherein the server control unit converts (i.e. translates) the service 
data into a data format suitable for the selected appliance (e.g. abstract). It would be 
obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
combine the teaching of Maymudes with Hayes in order to improve remote controlled 
systems that enable inexpensive controllers to control multiple different devices without 
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the hassles of pre-programming such controllers as supported by Maymudes (col. 1 , 
lines 40-45). 

1 8. Claims 22 and 23 are rejected for similar reasons as stated above. 

Response to Arguments 

1 9. Applicant's arguments filed July 8, 2005 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

20. In the remarks, Applicant argues, in substance, that (1 ) Hayes does not disclose 
at least one aware-device senses context information related to a user and an 
environment, (2) Hayes does not disclose an aware-device inputted with a service 
request command, (3) Maymudes does not disclose a component that corresponds to 
the claimed aware device, (4) Hayes teaches away from that which is disclosed in 
Maymudes. 

21 . As to point (1 ), Applicant is misconstruing the Examiner's statements. The 
Examiner stated that the environment is the proximal devices, the proximal devices do 
not sense where the user is. The aware device (i.e. the remote controller) senses 
where the user is (by where the devices in the location are) and then retrieves the 
identity information from the server in order to control the device. By this rationale, the 
rejection is maintained. 
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22. As to point (2) Applicant does not disclose what it is meant by a "service request 
command" input. Therefore Applicant intends broad interpretation in the claim, and the 
Office has interpreted as such. The Office interprets this "squawk signal" from the 
electronic device as well as the key on the remote control 10 can be actuated to 
generate an event which causes the processor 24 to place the remote control in a 
receive mode to listen for a transmitted squawk signal (p. 2, 26). This clearly supports 
the rationale the remote control is inputted with a service request command. By this 
rationale, the rejection is maintained. 

23. As to point (3) the Office is not using the reference of Maymudes to refute the 
limitation of the aware-device sensing context information related to the user and an 
environment. This limitation has been addressed in Hayes (see above rejections and 
response to arguments point 1 , U 21 ). Maymudes is being used to refute the limitation 
that the server control unit controls the operation of the electronic appliances connected 
to the aware-device based on the context information related to the user and the 
environment and the service request command. The remote control would know what 
devices are nearby due to the computer facilitator sending the Ul components to the 
remote controller (Figure 3, 302) and would receive commands from the user (i.e. user 
input) and the service request command (the command the user inputted). This clearly 
demonstrates that the remote controller is equivalent to the claimed aware-device. By 
this rationale, the rejection is maintained. 
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24. As to point (4) as shown by the response to point (3), Maymudes is analogous art 
such that it is in the same field of endeavor as the claimed invention (i.e. a remote 
controller connected to a server in order to control devices). Furthermore Hayes does 
not teach away from Maymudes, since Maymudes is aware for the devices it is 
connected to, since it receives Ul components for those devices. The term "aware" is 
being construed as knowledge that a device is proximal to the entity regardless as to 
who makes the entity aware of the devices. By this rationale, the rejection is 
maintained. 



Conclusion 

25. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Joseph E. Avellino whose telephone number is (571) 
272-3905. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 7:00-4:00. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David A. Wiley can be reached on (571 ) 272-3923. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




July 21, 2005 




WILLIAM C. VAUGHN, Jft 
PB/MaPVCYAMlMPR 



